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identically. The phrase similarly merely indicates that any
hypothesis as to the actual fact, which would be strengthened by
A's report, would be strengthened by B's report. Of course,
even if the reports were verbally identical, A's evidence would not
necessarily strengthen the hypothesis in an equal degree with
B's; because A and B may be unequally expert or intelligent.
Now, in such cases, we may further affirm (in general), that, were
the actual nature of the event known, the knowledge of A's report
on it would not weaken (though it also need not strengthen) the
probability that B would give a similar report. Hence, in the
absence of such knowledge, the knowledge of ^ would strengthen
the probability of a.
5. Before leaving this part of the argument we must emphasise
the part played by direct judgment in the theory here presented.
The rules for the determination of equality and inequality between
probabilities all depend upon it at some' jpoint. This seems to
me quite unavoidable. But I do not feel that we should regard
it as a weakness. Jor we have seen that most, and perhaps all,
cases can be determined by the application of general principles
to one simple type of direct judgment. No more is asked of the
intuitive power applied to particular cases than to determine
whether a new piece of evidence tells, on the whole, for or against
a given conclusion. The application of the rules involves no
wider assumptions than those of other branches of logic.
While it is important, in establishing a control of direct
judgment by general principles, not to conceal its presence, yet
the fact that we ultimately depend upon an intuition need not
lead us to suppose that our conclusions have, therefore, no basis
in reason, or that they are as subjective in validity as they are
in origin. It is reasonable to maintain with the logicians of the
Port Royal that we may draw a conclusion which is truly probable
by paying attention to all the circumstances which accompany
tie case, and we must admit with as little concern as possible
Hume's taunt that " when we give the preference to one set of
arguments above another, we do nothing but decide from our
feeling concerning the superiority of their influence/'